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SURTLS DIswRICr couny
FOE THY DORTITERY DISTRICT OF OKLAIOMA

LOCATL UNION 554, INTERNATIONAL

BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL

WORKERS, AFL-CIO, a lahor
OlganlddLiOh, :

Plaintiff,
Vs . No., 71-C-1i62
DOUGLAS AIRCRATT COMPANY,

a comoonent of the Mcbonnell-
Douglas Corpcration,

Foy oL Bk
NV 7 71072
Ginrk
ORDER OF DISMISSAL  y §, DISTRICT GHIR!

U
Now on this 52 - day of ‘1/0n&L4-4dJ““’// , 1972, this

matter comes on for consideration of the parties' application

hDefendant.

for dismissal with prejudice. The parties' application and
consent is evidenced by thelr signatures below approving this
Order.

The Court finds that the parties have entered into a
written Settlement Agreement settling, compromising and dispos-
ing of all of the issues presented in this case and that such
Settlement Agreement provides for a dismissal of this action
with prejudice.

Based upon the Settlement Agreement, the Court hereby dis-
misses this action with prejudice and orders that each party
bear its own costs and expenses.

5 Bl Deefu Xz

Hbnorable Fred Daugherty =
APPROVED; United States District Judge

THOMAS F. BIRMINGHAM and
SMITH, BROWN, MARTIN & ADKISSON

e TSN

Thomas F. Birmingham
_Attorneys for Plaintiff

RICHARD W. GABLE and
GABLE, GOTWALS, HAYS, RUBIN & FOX

Richard W, Gable
Attorneys for Defendant




T LT PR S coutrer POROTHE
et Sl Ut DRLATGHN
P P
AT e LT Kz/
. St A ey e 1 A Ry . “ 0 £
SORTARDG OF AMPRICHA, v oot

Plain=iff,

i ST e
.S, iaTevey Lo

Civil Action No. 72-C-302 ¢

ARRELL and
T

ITZJIAKRELL,

Defendants.

GHENT O PORBCLOSURE

JUD

n for consicderation this

s o - , L7, nlaintiff aomearing by Robert P.
Somcoz, Sssistsnt Unitaed States Artornev, and the defendants,

Plovd Lee Ditzjarrell and Dorlis larrie FPitzjarrell, appearing

The Court being fullv advised and having examined the
Zi’e nerein finds that after diligent effort the whereabouts and
residence oI tihe defendants, Flo?d Lee Fitzjarrell and Dorlis Marrie
itziarrell, cannot be ascertained; that these defendants were
served by publication as anpears from the Proof of Publication
Ziied herein on November 28, 1972, and

It anpearing that the said defendants have failed to

;o hersin and that default has been entered by the Clerk of

The Court further “inds that this is a suit based uwon

& morigace noto and forecleosuze on a real property mortgage securing

L

2id wmortrace nete and that the followlng described real property
‘s teocatad in kogers County, Oklahoma, within the Nerthern Judicial

em < Okt h o -
LULCT 0T Ul Lanoias

i

P

ot Grne (1), in nlock yoar (4) of WESTGATE MANCR

EOIITION to the Citv of Claremore, Rogers County,
; wma, according te the recorded plat thereof.

defendants, Jovd Lee Fitzdarrell and Dorlis

Lol o ST S ot roril, 19071, execute
ooren e : . e, b haety mortaaos and morloss

CLL L UOXeSsT O annatty



s

E Y R ) 57 nontnhl installments

Ll LT e U . sroinntvuoont dated June

C7L 0 Lomas S soaigned said Note and Mortgage
Jeral o Naetional Mormooacw A ‘onoand by instrument dated
Gewry &, 1872, Pedoeral Hotl Fortgage Assoclation assigned

and Mortgage to the Secrctary of Housing and Urban

=Oors and ainigns,

The Court furtser finds that the deferndants, Floyd Lee
vicziarrell and Dorlis Marric Fitzjarrell, mace default under

note by roason of thelr failure

~oevonn for oo than 9 months

et and that by reason thereof

i amemamcd G Tendanls oo oaow ndolted to Lie nlaintifi in

$.0,9-2%.11 w:r unTais nrincinal, with interest thereon

at the rate of 7 mer cent intarest ser annum from November 1, 1971,

until paid, nlus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDRERTD, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

niaintifi nave

o

ad recover judament against defendants, Floyd Lee
in rer,

Ficziarreil and Dorlis “Marric Titzijarrell, for the sum of $19,949.11

e intercer thoercon at the rate of 7 nor gent ner annum from Novemoer

the cost of

T, L1571, mhius accrued and accruing, prlus

mdvanced or expended during

“nr teaxes, lnsurance, abstract-

he subiect property.

e L UUDGRD AND DECREED that unon

L7 's money Jjudament

Cra, an Serior el Dol oshiall o oae pnoned 10 4. United States
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IN THE UNITHED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMES ¥, CRAIG, )
Plaintiff, %
-vg- g Case No. 72-C=-277 Civil
ELLIOT RICHARDSON, As Secretary i
Onieen brates oF Amariea, Tt ) ELLED
Defendant. g NOV 3 LT
JACK C. STLVER-ACTING  Cluid
4. S. DISTRICT Cou.i
0ORDER

Defendant moves to dismiss Plaintiff's action for the

reason the same was not filed within sixty days of the final

~decision of the Defendant, as required by 42 U.S.C.A, §405(g).

Tlaintiff refers to Rule 6(e), F.R.Civ,P., 28 U.5,C.A. and asserts

that as the notice of the Appeals Council denying his claim was

" served by mail, three days must be added to the period of sixty

days and that therefore the action was timely filed.

Plaintiff's assertion is not correct. Rule 82, F.R.Civ.P.,

28 U.S.C.A. admits of no interpretiom of the rules which wili
" extend jurisdiction of this Court beyond its statutory limits.

" 7ule 6(e) is not available to extend the sixty-day period of

time, which is a jurisdictional requirement. Ewing v. Risher,

176 176 F. 2d 641 (Tenth Cir. 1949); Small v. Gardner, 390 F. 2d

" 186 (First Cir. 1968). Even one day's delay in filing the action

is fatal., Zeller v, Folsom, 150 F. Supp. 615 (N.Y. 1956).

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is granted, and Plaintifi's

action Is hereby dismisscd.

- *

icode so oorderod i S0 day of S rade —, 1972,

. | / .
R ‘ Lo
T U UL T-L P SN SR

troed Daugherty i
United Staves District Judge




PITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOME,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-56
40.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND IRENE L.
SAMS, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN
OWNERS,

Tract No. 1463M

L E

NOV 281372

pACE o Elu;i“ﬂﬂiqu&

ﬂ
z

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

Ca

i

ark

J. S0 DISTRICT COURT

JUDGMTENT

1.
g
Now, on this o/ = day of November, 1972, this

matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissiconers filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:
2.
The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject matter of this action.
3.
This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No, 1463M as such estate and tract are described in
the Complaint filed in this case.
4.
Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 712 of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in naragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use, Pursuant thereto, on March 8, 1971, the United
States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain
estate in such tract of land, which was the date of taking
thereof. Simultanecusly therewith, Plaintiff deposited $200.00
in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for
the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the United
States of Amerxica as of Marxch 8, 1971.
6.
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on Octcber 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$200.00,
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 10 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further finds
that there was no production of oil or gas as of the date of
taking. Said named Defendants were the owners of various interests
in the estate condemned herein as ¢f the date of taking and,
as such, are entitled to receive the just compensation awarded
by this judgment according to their respective interests as
set out in paragraph 10 below,
B.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of Bmerica has the right,

power and authority to cendemn for public use the subject tract,



as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and such
property, teo the extent of the estate described in such Complaint,
is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States
of America, as of March 8, 1971, which was the date of taking
thereof, and all Defendants herein and all other persons are
forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.
9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
TIE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tract were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 10 with the interest owned by each also shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named; and, there was
no production of eil or gas as of the date of taking.

10.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $200.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed
according to the following schedule:

TRACT NO. 1463M

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION:

Total award for estate taken . . ¢« « « « & ¢« + = $200.00

ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
{pursuant to Commissioners' Report)

Mineral Interest . . . - . + « » - 45200,00
DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . « « » - » - - :$200.00
DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY v o o o « « & o s = « o = = « = = -0~




OWNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISRURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
Ouwners Interest Award Disbursed Due
MINERAL INTEREST:
Irene Sams 1/2 plus the $150.00 None $150,00
other 1/2 through
January 1, 1974,
Vernon H, McClure Reversionary $ 50.00 None $ 50.00
and Edith A. interest in 1/2
McClure would have vested

January 1, 1974,

11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COURT that the Clerk

of this Court shall forthwith disburse the award for the subject

tract from the deposit on hand by paying each owner his balance

due as shown above in paragraph 10.

/5/ Luther Bohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE ™

APPROVED:

/s/ Jack M. Short

JACK 11, SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOIN GNG, )
Plaintiff, 3
VS ) NO. 72-C-185%
)
GENLERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, .
a foreign corporation, ; FT l l— Ei [)
Dafendant. ) MOV 2 81972
JACK C. SILVER=-ACTING
ORDE R Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT. COURT

The Court having reconsidered its Order of November 7, 1972,
filed November 13, 1972, upon the Application for Dismissal With-
out Prejudice filed by the Plaintiff on November 6, 1972, and being
fully advised in the premises finds that the terms in said Order
should be deleted and held for naught, and the Application for Dis-
missal granted without terms.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action be and it
is hereby dismissed without prejudice.

Dated this éZEﬂ&Zan of November, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahona.

Cottun, &R —

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOHN E. BARBRE and TEN-B CORP. ,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiffs,

vs. No. 71-C - 260
FIRST GENERAL RESQURCES COMPANY,
formerly First General Real Estate &

Resources Trust, formerly First General P S
Real Estate Trust, a foreign corporation, oA Tl

P

St

Defendant. JATK O, STLVER-ACTTNG |
Lo
ORDER OF DISMISSAL
Now on this . day of . ., 1972, this matter comes

on for hefr“i’n"g“'bef.ofe the Court upon the application of the plaintiffs herein for
an Order dismissing with prejudice the above styled cause and the Court,
having examined the files and records, finds that the plaintiffs herein have
previously filed a dismissal with prejudice and a release of all claims against

said defendant.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that said
cause should be, and the same is hereby, dismissed with prejudice to

subsequent prosecution of said cause.

o S e e e T
[ .

Vi 0PI L
(Ripna P P

~TUDGE OF THE FEDERAL |
DISTRICT COURT




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
) v
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTION NG. 72-C-213
)
VS. ) F? l l- E: [)
) IN OPEN COURT
) 23
)

Clark
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

LERCY DALE HINES,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

NOW, on this . JAf day of November, 1972, there

came on for consideration the motion of the plaintiff, United

States States of America, for default judgment, it appearing

the complaint and summens in this action were served on the
defendant, Leroy Dale Hines, on June 21, 1972, as appears from
the Marshal's return of service of said summons; that the time
within which the defendant may answer or otherwise move as to

the complaint has expired; that the defendant has not answered

or otherwise moved, and that the time for the defendant to answer
or otherwise move has not been extended, as appears from the
Affidavit of the plaintiff filed herein on July 20, 1972.

The Court finds that plaintiff's claim against the
defendant is for a sum certain or for a sum which can by
computation be made certain.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT
the plaintiff, United States of America, recover judgment against
the defendant, Leroy Dale Hines, in the amount prayed for in the
complaint, to-wit, $774,540.71, plus interest according to law

and costs of this action.

P (VT' Ty,
N e Y il
ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN TIIS UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT O OKLAHOMA

SAMMIE A. RIGGS,
Plaintifi,

V. NO. 69-C-272
BRITISH COMMONWEALTH
CORPORATION, A Texas
Corporation; JAMES LOVELL;

W, N, WRAY, Jr.; and TVAN HAIL.l,,

L
i
e

x Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

On this the ééfj‘day o?m 1972, appeared before the Court
Sammie A, Riggs, Plaintiff; British Commonwealth Corporation, Defendant;
and James Lovell, Defendant, by and through their attorneys of record,
and announced that all matters in controversy in Plaintiff's suit herein
have been settled as between Plaintiff Sammie A. Riggs and Defendants
British Commonwealth Corporation and James Lovell and that a full and
complete settlement of all issues and controversies herein sued upon as
between Plaintiff Sammie A, Riggs and Defendants British Commonwealth
Corpration and James Lovell has been reached; and Plaintiff's suit
herein against Defendants British Commoenwealth Corporation and James
Lovell should be dismissed with prejudice to refiling the same at any time
in the future, and this Court finding that said cause should be so dismissed
and settled,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
the above styled and numbered cause be and the same is hereby dis-
missed with prejudice to refiling of the same at any time in the future
as Lo the issues and controversies between Plaintiff Sammie A. Riggs
and Defendants British Commonwealth Corporation and James Lovell,

and,



IT IS WURTHER ORDERED thal each party shall bear ils own
court costs and discovery and deposition costs,

i 1Tl Th /Z&M
SIGNED AN ENTERED this g day of Qctobeg, 1972,

United States District Judge

APPROVED:

L]

Stan P. Doyle
Attorney for Plaintiff

STROUD & SMITH

ottt Y My
By: Robert W. Ryan, Jr.
Attorneys for British Commonwealth

Corporation and James Lovell




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-287

)
)
)
)
)
30.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR )
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND HEIRS OF)

Tract Nos., 1677M and 1678M

BIRD MOCKICIN, ET AL., AND )
UNKNOWN OWNERS, )
)

Defendants.) S A

JUDGMENT

1.

_ Now, on this ¢524 day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissioners filed herein on October 31, 1972, and the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.
The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject matter of this action.
3.
This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract Nos. 1677M and 1678M as such estate and tracts are
described in the Complaint filed in this case.
4,
Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tracts.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on August 9, 1971, the United
States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain
estate in such tracts of land, which was the date of taking
thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited $240.00
in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for
the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the United
States of America as of August 9, 1971.
6.
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 31,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tracts, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$450.00.
7.
The Defendants named in paragrach 11 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tracts are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. Said named Defendants
were the owners of various interests in the estate condemned
herein as of the date of taking and, as such, are entitled
to receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment accord-
ing to their respective interests as set out in paragraph 11
below.
B.
This judgment creates a deficiency between the amount
deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tracts and the amount fixed by the Commission

and adopted by the Court as just compensation; therefore, a



sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be
deposited by the Government. This deficiency is set out below
in paragraph 1l1.
9.
17T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
power and authority to cendemn for public use the subject tracts,
as they are described in the Complaint filed herein, and such
property, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint,
is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States
of America, as of August 9, 1971, which was the date of taking
thereof, and all Defendants herein and all other persons are
forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.
0.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tracts were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 11 with the interest owned by each also shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named.
11.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 31,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $450.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed
according to the following schedule:

TRACT NOS. 16774 and 167BM

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION:
motal award for estate taken . . . . - - « « « » . $450.00
ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
(pursuant to Commissioners' Report)
Mineral Interest . . . « - + » - =« .$450,00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . + « « & =« « = .5$240.00

DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . + & 4 « s = & + o % & & v & ¢ o & $210.00
pius €% Interest from
August 9, 1971.

3.



OWNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
owners Interest Award Disbursed Due
MINERAL INTEREST:
Lylie Mockicin Guess 1/4 $112.50 None $112.50

Plus 1/4 of accrued ir-
terest from 8§-9-71.

Tennie Belle Gibson 1/4 $112.50 None $112.50
Plus 1/4 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Joe O'Fields 1712 $ 37.50 None $ 37.50
Plus 1/12 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Ina Lou O'Fields 1/24 $ 18.75 None $ 18.75
Plus 1/24 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Samuel W. O'Fields 1/24 $ 168.75 None $ 18.75
Plus 1/24 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Anna Marie O'Fields 1/24 § 18.75 None $ 18.75
Plus 1/24 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Mary Allen O'Fields 1/24 $ 18.75 None $§ 18.75
Plus 1/24 of accrued in-
terest from 8~-9-71.

Walker Cochran 1/12 $ 37.50 None $ 37.50
Plus 1/12 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.

Deborah Kay Cochran 1/12 $ 37.50 None $ 37.50
a/k/a Deborah Kay Guess Plus 1/12 of accrued in-
terest from 8-9-71.
Wwilliam Bird Cochran /12§ 37.50 None $ 37.50
a/k/a William Bird Guess Plus 1/12 of accrued in-

terest from 8-9-T71.

(TOTAL) $450,00
ALL RESTRICTED INDIANS

12.
IT IS FURTHER CORDERED, ADJUDGED ANWD DECREED that the
United States of America shall pay into the Registry of this
Court for the benefit of the owners the deposit deficiency
for the subject tracts as shown in paragraph 1l in the amount
of $210.00 together with interest on such deficiency at the

rate of 6% per annum from August 9, 1971, until the date of



deposit of such deficiency sum; and such sum shall be placed
in the deposit for the subject tracts in this action.
13,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the deposit required
by paragraph 11 above has been made by the Plaintiff, the Clerk
of this Court shall then disburse, from the deposit in this
case, the balance due the respective owners plus their pro-rata
share of the accrued interest, according to the schedule in
paragraph 11 above, by issuing checks payable to the AREA
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, MUSKOGEE AREA OFFICE, for
depesit in the individual money account of the parties named

above in paragraph 11.

/s/ Fred Daugherty

UNITED 5 C DGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Jack M. Short

JACK M. SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT O CKLATIOMA

ECONG~THERM CORPORATION,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

No, 72-C-13

FLUOR CORPORATION, a
corporation, and AMERICAN

BOILER & TANK CO., a Foforow
corporation, -
:\ é,' i {

Defendants.

i, S DinyReT oo
ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

On this }1ﬁéﬁ— day of 52%%%@35 1972, comes the plaintiff
by its attorney, John J. Livingston, the defendant Fluor
Corporation by its attorneys, William Scheurich and John M,
Snarp, and the defendant American Boiler & Tank Co., by its
attorney, Patrick O, Wadde%f, and the parties having filed
a Stipulation of Dismissal with Prejudice herein.

IT IS HEREEY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that all causes
of action herein, be dismissed with prejudice, at the cost of

the plaintiff.

(Zignet) ALLER E. GARROW

United States District Court Judge

APPROYED AS Wq
AdAny %

Ny John J "Tivifdoston

. Attorney for Ecoho-Therm Corporation

Gyl b

Wllllam bchgwil
Attorncy for Fluox C01poratlon

Lt il

Patdick O, Waddely
Attorney for Amellcdn Boiler & Tank Co.




[N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE

NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK (nationz! associationl,
EXECUTOR of The estate of ROBERT H. SWYDER,
ROBERT J. KENMNEDY, CLARENCE O. DIMMOCK,

CHARLES A. VAN PATTEN, ANDRE W. G. NEWBURG,

G. L. SANDERS, JULIA T. PICKENS, DR. LEE
DAVENPORT, MUNICIPAL SECURITIES COMPANY, INC.
and WILLIAM KENNEDY,

Plaintitfs,

V5.

NO. 72-C~-385

HOME=STAKE PRODUCTICON COMFANY,

HOME-STAKE 1954 PROGRAM OPERATING CORPORATION,
HOME-STAKE 1965 PROGRAM OPERATING CORPORATION,
HOME-STAKE 966 PROGRAM CRERATING CORPORAYION,
HOME-STAKE 1967 PROGRAM OPERATING CORPORATION,
HOME-STAKE 1968 PROGRAN OFERATING CORFPORATICN,
HOME-STAKE 1969 PROGRAM OPERATING CORPORATION,
and ROBERT 5. TRIPPET,

N Mt e e e M s e it et N M e A e e mt e W e s

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Now on this @Z;éﬁ day of November, 1972, there comes on before the court
for its consideration the "Joint Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice", filed
herein by the parties to This civil action pursuant to Rule 41(a) of The federal
Rules of Civi! Procedure. Said Joint stipulation is signed by The attorneys of
recard for the plaintiffs and the defendants.

Whereupon, it is the order of the court that the above captioned civil
action Is heraby dismissed with prejudice with the respective parties to bear
their own costs herein incurred.

(Signed) ALLtM E. BARROW
Judge

APPROVED AS TQ FORM:

—r
o

eA?/T”-/ﬁgEZ;Z<f;m  e
Aftorney for Plaintiffs {::/’

/’// 7

/ i

M¢4/@A/ 7 %/(/;'//m A/, /7
7

Attorney for Defendants




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, }
)
vs, } CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-381
)
40,00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1048M
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND EDNA ] {ROYALTY INTEREST - 1/8 an@
COUCH, ET AL., AND UNENOWN ) OVERRIDING ROYALTY INTEREST
OWNERS , ) 1716 ONLY)
) o
Defendants.) L E i)

JUDGHENT Clark

U s DISTRICT COlnry

1.

Now, on this HAu day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissiocners filed herein on October 18, 1972, and the
Court, after having examined the file in this action and being
advised by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies only to the royalty and over-
riding royalty interests in the estate taken in Tract No. 1048M
as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed
in this case because judgment was entered on the working interest
therein on July 31, 1972.

4,
Service of Process has been perfected either personally

or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal



Rules of Civil Procedure, on all »arties defendant in this
cause who are interested in the subject tract.
5.
The Acts of Conaress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on December 9, 1970, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of
a certain estate in such tract of land, which was the date
of taking thereof. S8imultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited
$560.00 for the royalty interest and $40,00 for the overriding
rovalty interest in the Registry of this Court as estimated
compensation for the taking thereof in said estate, none of
which has been disbursed. Therefore, title to such property
should be vegted in the United States of America as of December %,
1970.
5.
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 18,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the royalty interest and the overriding royalty interest
in the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$1,437.00 for the royalty interest and $479.00 for the overriding
royalty interest.
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further finds
that there was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract
on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were the owners

of various interests in the estate condemned herein as of the



date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive the just
compensation awarded by this judgment according to thelr respec-
tive interests as set out in paragraph 11 below.

8.

This judament creates a deficiency between the amount
depesited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract and the amount fixed by the Commission
and adopted by the Court as just compensation; therefore, a
sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be
deposited by the Government. This deficiency is set out below
in paragraph ll.

9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the subject tract,
as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and such
property, to the extent of the royalty interest and overriding
royalty interest in the estate described in such Complaint,
is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States
of America, as of December 9, 1970, which was the date of
taking thereof, and all Defendants herein and all other persons
are forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.

10.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners of
the royalty and overriding royalty interests in the estate
taken herein in the subject tract were the Defendants whose
names appear below in paragraph 11 with the interest owned
by each alsec shown therein and the right to receive the just
compensation for such interest in the estate is vested in the
parties so named; and, there was a subsisting oil and gas lease

on this tract on the date of taking.



11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 18,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $1,916.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the rovalty and
overriding royalty interests in the estate taken in the subject
tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed according
to the following schedule:

TRACT NO. 1048H

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION:

Total award for the royalty and overriding
royalty interests in the estate taken . . . . .51,916.00

ALLOCATION OF A™ARD:
(pursuant to Commissioners' Report)

To Royalty interest . . + &« « « « = » .51,437.00
To Overriding Royalty interest . . . . $ 479.00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED CCMPENSATION . . &+ & « o o o o » 600.00
DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . + « 4 v 2 o o o o o« 2 » » + + « 851,316.00

plus 6% interest from
December 9, 1970

OUNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
ouwners Interest Award Disbursed Due

ROYALTY INTEREST {1/B}):

Edna Couch All $1,437.00 None $1,437.00
Plus pro-
rata share
of the ac-
crued in-
terest

OVERRIDING ROYALTY INTEREST (1/16):

A, C, Thomas All $ 479,00 None $ 479.00
plus pro-
rata share
of the ac-
crued in-
terest

1z,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

United States of America shall pay into the Registry of this



Court for the benefit of the ownersthe deposit deficiency for
the subject tract as shown in paragraph 11 in the amount of
$1,316.00 together with interest on such deficiency at the
rate of 6% per annum from Degember 9, 1970, until the date
of deposit of such deficiency sum; and such sum shall be placed
in the deposit for the subject tract in this action.

13.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the deposit required
by paragraph 12 above has been made by the Plaintiff, the Clerk
of this Court shall then disburse, from the deposit in this
case, the balance due the respective owners with their pro-rata
share of the accrued interest, according to the schedule in

paragraph 11 above.

/s/ Fred Daugherty

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/8/ Jack M, Short

JACK M. SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
F THERN DISTRI QKLAHOMA

GARY M. SMITH, on khehalf of
himself and on behalf of all
other persons similarly

)

)

)
situated, )
)
Plaintiff, }

}

} No. 72-C-368

)

)

SEARS, ROEBUCK, INC., 4/b/a )
Sears, Roebuck and company, )
)

Defendant. )

ETIRULATLION
Comag now James H. Werner, attorney for petitioner
Gary M. Bmith, on behalf of himself and on behalf of all other
persons similarly situated, plaintiff herein and stipulates by
and with David R. Milsten, of the law firm of Milsten and
Morshead, attorneys for defendant, Bears, Roebuck & Company, Inc.
d4/k/a Gears, Roebuck and Company, the defendant, that this causs
may ba dismissed with prejudice to any future action.
J i
R Kéf/t .
/James H. Werner,

7~ Attorney for Petitioner
Gary M. Smith

Milsten and Morehead

""‘-

A
-

Rosbuck and Company

OQRDER
The Stipulation of the plaintiff and defendant by and
through their respective counsel of record having bean duly con~

sidered, it is the order of this Couxt that the petition filed



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

|

i

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - !
N t

]

!

J. C. PENNEY COMPANY, INC.,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 72-C-326

TODDLIN' TIME, INC.,

Defendant.

P A

NOV 1 7 1972

. Clark

JUDGMENT J. S, DBTRWT Cu
N

-
This matter comes on for hearing this /65 day pf

Rt iiteve i’y |, 1972, upon the Complaint and the Consenﬁ'tb-

Entry of Judgment filed by the defendant. The parties-afé:

represented by their attorneys of record, Richard W. Gable of
Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox for J. C. Peﬁney COmpaﬁy, inc.,
and James R. Head of Head & Jchnson for Toddlin' Time, Inc. |
Based upon the Complaint and the Consent to Entry of Judgment;

the Court finds that the allegations aof the Complaint are’ true

and correct and that the plaintiff is entitled to Judgment as

prayed for.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows:

1. The defendant, Toddlin' Time, Inc., a corporatioﬁ;
its officers, agents, servants, employees and attorneys and all
persons in active concert or participation with them, ére.hereby
permanently enjoined and restrained from displaying for sale,
offering for sale, advertising for sale, selling, or transport- E
ing or causing to be transported in commerce for purﬁgses of ;
distribution or sale any merchandise which pears upon it or
upon its labeling or packaging the name or trademark TODDLIK'
TIME, or any nalne or Lrademark confusingly caimiiar to plaintifi’ =z
trademark TODDLETIME. Defendant may utilizc the word TODDLIN'
so long as it is not uscd in conjunction with the word TIME oxr
any other word or words which would result i1n a name or trade-

mark confusingl. «imilor to plaintiff's trademark TODDLETIME.

FILEL“._

e i i e ey v..,-, i



2. Defendant is hereby ordered to take those steps
" necessary to change its corporate name to one not including
" TODDLIN' TIME or any word or combination of words confusingly .. ?
similar to plaintiff's trademark TODDLETIME. Defendant ﬁay.ugilizé
" the word TODDLIK' so long as it 1s not used in conjunction with thé
: word TIME or any other word or words which would result in a naﬁe |
. or trademark confusingly similar to plaintiff's trademark TODDLETIME,
3. Defendant is hereby ordered to deliver up to destrué;J-
. tion all labels, signs, prints, packages, wrappers, receptaclesf

and advertisements bearing the name or trademark TODDLIN' TIME,

: b
4, To permit an orderly changeover, defendant shall be 1
' ' \

permitted to produce until January 1, 1973, garments with the

. TODDLIN' TIME label but only for the purpose of filling orders

ireceived before November 10, 1972. Garments so produced may‘be

delivered within a reasonable period of time thereafter'depending

rupon customer needs. This permission is for the purpose of an {

orderly changeover and defendant shall use itg best efforts to . ﬂ
|

avoid the necessity of making deliveries after January i, 1973, and
- i

shall not invoke the provisions of this paragraph otherwise in |
good faith. -

-
5. Plaintiff shall pay to defendant the sum of $1,400.00,
»the amount required for replacement of and remcoval of all items

having "TODDLIN' TIME" thereon.

L
0
i
|
H
i
|
|
I
i
!

6. This decree shall be considered full payment qf‘aﬁy

‘damages, each party to bear i1ts own costs.

N r 4

; - 16245£52:bb ;af;Lézdbadvﬂ—’ﬁa/

Honorable Luther Bohanon
Inited States District Judge




APPROVED AS TO IFORM AND CONTENT:

Joclackl) Sl

Rdichard W. Gable of
Gairle, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox
2010 Fourth National Bank Building
Tulsa, Cklahoma 74119

i Yelephone No. (918} 582-9201

Aallan D. Shafter

.+ John Henry Andrew

Barbara E. Schur

. 1301 Avenue of the Americas
i New York, New York 10019

: Telephone No. (212) 957-7592
Hof Counsel

, Attorneys for J. C. Penney Company, Inc.
/\

1;\!
V
v
|

/ ,Jamcs R. Héﬁd of b

fltiead & Johnson

'424 Beacon Building

|Tu15a, Oklahoma 74103

i Telephone No. (918) 584-4187

|Attorneys for Toddlin' Time, Inc.
I




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TUE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-335 b//

)]
)
)
)
)
)
23.00 ACRES OF LAND, lORE OR ) Tract No. 1336M
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND ORIE }
T. PRICE, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN )
OWNERS, }
)
)

Defendants.

FiLgp
NOV Vygpp -

JUDGHMHENT

: - L‘!erk.
U, S, DISTRICT coupy
1.

T~ -
NCY, on this [ 2 “day of November, 1972, this matter
comes on for dispeosition on application of Plaintiff, United |
States of America, for entry of judgment on a Stipulation A51Tb
Just Compensation, and the Court, after having examined the
files in this action and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff,
finds:
2.
This judgment applies to the entire estate condemned
in Tract No. 1336M as such estate and tract are described in
the Complaint filed in this action.
3.
The Court has jurisdiction of the partics and subject
matter of this action,
4.
Service of process has been perfected either personally
or v publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal’
Aules of Clivil Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause

¥ho are interested in subjcct tract,




5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint herein give the United States of America the right,
power, and authority to condemn for public use the estate
Gescribed above in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto, on October 23,
1970, the United States of America filed its Declaration of
Taking of a certain estate in such tract of land, which was
the date of taking thereof. Simultanecusly therewith, Plaingiff
deposited $980.00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated
compensation for the taking of said estate, part of which has' -
been disbursed. Therefore, title to such property should be..
vested in the United States of America as of October 23, 197b.-

.. ;

On the date of taking in this action, the defendants,
Ruth Newby Jones, David Newby, Elaine N. Shepherd, Rosemary
Newby Mullen, and Orie T. Price, were the owners of the estéfe o
taken in subject tract. They are <the only persons assezjtini;'-'-
any interest in the estate taken in such tract. All other
persons having either disclaimed or defaulted; therefore, said
defendants named in this paragraph are entitled to receive
the just compensation awarded by this judgment.

7.

The owners of the subject property named in pdragraph
6§ above and the United States of America have executed and
filed herein a Stipulation As To Just Compensation wherein
they have agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned
in the subject tract is $1,250.00, inclusive of intergst, aﬁd
such Stipulation should bhe approved.

&.

This judgment will create a $270.00 deficiency between
the amount deposited as estimated compensation for the subject
property and the amount fixed by the Stipulation As to qust
Compensation; and such $270.00 deficiency should be dépbsited

for the benefit of the olners.

2.



9.
IT IS THERFFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DFCREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
pover, and authority to condemn for public use the tract
named in paragraph 2 herein, as such tract is particularly
described in the Complaint filed herein; and such tract, to
the extent of the estate described in such Complaint, is con-
demnecd and title thereto is vested in the United States of
fmerica as of Octoker 23, 1970, which was the date of takingi“
thereof, and all defendants herein and all other persons inté#éSﬁed'
in such estate are forever barred from aserting any claim to - -
such estate.
10.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ARJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE

COURT that on the date of taking, the defendants FR=*b 7 b

1l.

IT IS FURTLER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE.'
COURT that the Stipulation As To Just Compensation, descfibed
in paragraph 7 above, hereby is confirmed; and the $1,250.00,
inclusive of interest, therecin fixed is adonted as the award
of just compensation for the estate condemned in the subject
tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed accqrdingtﬁo
the following schedule:

TRACT NO. 1336M

AUARD OF JUST COMPEISATION: © . .« ¢« « « v o « . . . $1,250.00

ALLOCATION O AVARD:
(pursuant to Stipulation)

0il, Gas, and Other Minerals . . . $%1,25%0.00

DEPOSIT GU ESTTUAYEO CUUPEMSATION . . 4 o v o o . . . 980.00
CEPOSIT DRFICIM o , e e e e e e e e e e e e $ 270.00



OYNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance

Owners Interest Award Disbursed Due
OIL, GAS AND OTHER MINERALS
Ruth Newby Jones )
David Newby }
Elaine N. Shepherd )
Rosemary Newby Mullen,) :

All As Joint Tenants 1/4 $312.50 None $312.50C
Orie T. Price 3/4 $937.50 $917.50  $ 20.00

12,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Fhe
United States of America shall deposit in the Registry of tﬁis'
Court, in this civil action, to the credit of the subject tract,
the deficiency sum of $270.00 and immediately following such
deposit, the Clerk of this Court shall disburse therefrom the
balance due the respective owners according to the schedule in
maragrash 11 above. The check to the ovrmers of the 1/4‘;ngergsti.

saoula be made payable to:

Elaine N. Shepherd, Individually and as
Attorney-in-Fact for Ruth Newby Jones, David
Newby, and Rosemary Newby Hullen.

/

o
e
; Q,L_.z{ 4 z'uL'f/:‘/LZ'L
UNTTED s'r‘;'f:ﬁ BIETRICT ?’j‘ﬁGE
APPROVED: )
- /74

: 4 .
- hfx/ Jo) s A

JACK M. SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, } Cy
) v
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-389
}
50.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1108
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,) .
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND W. F. ) - o
FOUTRAY, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN ) By S
OWNERS, ) F i = D /
} . [ oaa ‘zu
Defendants.) novl ;19fz
., Clerle
JUDGHMEDNT U. . DISTRICT COURY

1.

Now, on this /Z{EZ day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Repo?t
of COmmissionefs filed herein on October 12, 1972, and'the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and th¢ 

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgrent applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No. 1108M as such estate and tract are described inl
the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71lA of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.

-ak



5.
The Acts of Conaress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
rignt, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on December 16, 1970, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of
a certain estate in such tract of land, which was the date of
taking thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited
$263,00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation
for the taking of said estate, part of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in tﬁe United
States of America as of December 16, 1970.
6.
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the.estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$372,00.
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 1l as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further finds
that there was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract
on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were thelowners
of various interests in the estate condemned herein as of the
date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive the just
compensation awarded by this judgment according to their respec-
tive interests as set out in paragraph 11 below.
B.
This judgment creates a deficiency bhetween the amount
deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken

in the subject tract .and the amount fixed by the 7T



and acdopted by tne Court as just compensation; therefore, a
sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be
denosited by the Government. This deficiency is set out below
in paragraph 11.
3.

IT IS TPEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
pover and authority to condemn for public use the subject tract, .
as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and such |
propverty, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint,
is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States.
of America, as of December 16, 1970, which was the date of
taking thereof, and all Defendants herein and all other persbns.
are forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.

10.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY 7
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the ownefs”:?
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the L
subject tract were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 1l with the interest ovned by each alsoc shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named; and, thexre was
a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract on the date of
taking.

11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DRCRELD BY THE
COURT that the Report of Comnissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $372.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the¢ subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed

according to the following schedule:



Ry

TRACT HNO. 1108M

AUARD QF JUST COI'PLENSATION:
Total awvard for estate taken . . .+ « « « « o « + $372L00'u

ALLOCATION OF A''ARD:
{pursuant to Commissioners' Report}

To Lessee (Yorking) interest ., . . .$175.00
To Overridin~ Royalty interest, |, . 22.00
To Lessor (Royalty) interest . . . . 175.00

DEPOSIT OF ESTI'ATED CO/MPENSATION . . « « « « « » « « » 263.00
DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . . . & . 4 2 v « « o = « + .« « $109.00

plus 6% interest o
from December 16, 1970

O"NERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AMARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previocusly Balance
Owners Interest Award Dishursed Due

LESSEE (WORKING) INTEREST (31/32 of 7/8):

W. F. Moutray All $175.00 $66.00 $10%.00
Plus 6%
Interest from
. 12-16-70"
OVERRIDING ROYALTY INTEREST (1/32 of 7/8):

Stanley P. llunger All $ 22.00 None § 22.00

LESSOR INTEREST (1/8):

H. D. Weaver All $§175.00 None $175.00

12.

{T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the United States of America shall pay into the Registry of
this Court for the benefit of the owner of the working interest
tne deposit deficiency for the subject tract as shown in paragraph
11 in the amount of $5109.00 together with interest on such .
deficiency at the rate of 6% per annum from December 1.6, 1970,
until the date of deposit of such deficiency sum: and such:
sum shall be placed in the deposit for the subject tract in;"

this action.



13.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the deposit required.
by paragraph 11 above has been made by the Plaintiff, thé Clefk
of this Court shall then disburse, from the deposit in this
case, the balance due the respective owners, plus accrued inter-
est where indicated, according to the schedule in paragraph 11

above.

.

UNITED S ES DISTRICT JUDG

APPROVED: : p

. ’ / ,f:.ll )/ .
,Liif;ZéAJ;‘ ’ )- ! 73/1¢f£/
JACK "1, TSHORT
Assistant United States Attorney




N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE )
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, ] No. 72-C-397
]
GREAT PLAINS CONSTRUCTION )
COMBANY, ) -
) S T B et
Defendant. } .
NOV 171972
L ik
"o LR
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U, 5. DISTRICT COURT

NOW, on this 14th day of November, 1972, Plaintiff's Motion for
Dismissal coming on for conslderation and counsel for Plaintiff herein
representing and stating that all issues, controversies, debts and
liabllities between the parties have been paid, settled and compromised,

IT IS THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the
same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or

future action by the Plaintiff herein.

7

5/5 /’P/M/fé/é

¢ Dlétr‘lct Judge 7




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEREK LEE WILSON, )
Petitioner, ;
VsE ; Case No. 72-C-402 Civil
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ; .
Respondent. ; F i L E. .
NUV 1771972
ORDER OF DISMISSAL . Clerk

U, S, MSTRICT COURT.
Petitioner applies for relief from his convictions in the
District Court of Tulsa County on the ground that he was charged
as an adult under the provisions of 10 Okl.St,Ann. §1101. _Oﬁ
November 16,'1370, Petitioner was sentenced in five diffefent
criminal caseé_/to a maximum of twenty-five years following his
pleas of guilty. Apparently, Petitioner was sixteen years did -
at the time of the commission of some of the crimes and :‘s';'\iér}t_een'
years of age when the other.,crimes charged were commitfédtgnd-.
Petitioner received his sentences. Petitioner ciaims.thét'he &id
not appeal ’is convictions because he did not know that he could
not be constitutionally tried as an adult and thus that he did ﬁot

understand his constitutional rights.

Petitioner has applied for and been denied post-conviction

relief in the District Court of Tulsa County and the Court of o

1/

The charges included Burglary, second degree, Obtaining
property by false pretenses, Robbery with firearms and Possession
of narcotics,



_9-

2/

Criminal Appeals._ In those proceedings, he presented the same
grounds as here presented. The Court finds and concludes that
Petitioner has exhausted his available state remedies on this

question. 28 U.S.C.A., §2254(c).

Petitioner relies solely and exclusively on the case of

Lamb v. Brown, 456 F. 2d 1& (Tenth Cir. 1972) which declared

10 Okl.St.Ann. §1101(a) unconstitutional for the reason.it con-
tained an impermissible discrimination based on the sex of a’
juvenile offender. That decision was held to be not retroactive,
456 F., 2d at p. 20. Petitioner was sentenced on November 16,

1970, long before the decision in Lamb v. Brown, supra. - Thus; his °

asserted ground for relief herein is without merit as a"mé;ter of

law,

Petitioner made no allegation in his state post-conviction
proceedings which required the determination of any fact and nd
such allegation is made here. An evidentiary hearing is the;gforé,
unnecessary, Inasmuch as Petitioner has fajled to presentléﬁy
ground herein which would entitle him to relief under the pro-

visions of 28 U.S.C.A. §2254, his Petition should be dismissed.

The Petition of Derek Lee Wilson, Petitioner, is hereby

dismissed,
It is so ordered this /O day of November, 1972,

R -k S
Fred Daugherty T A
United States District Judge

2/ '
h Derek L. Wilson v, State of Oklahoma, No. A-17737, Court
of Criminal Appeals, Order dated September 28, 1972,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF UKLAHOMA

Fii =

NOV & b ray

_ ~ Uerk
U 5 DISTRICT COLR;

.r“.!‘ﬁ

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE

INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUNL, i
Plaintiff, ;

A i NO. 72-C-293

EAST TEXAS CONTRACTORS, 3
)

Defendant.

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

The Summons and the Complaint in the above entitied action,
having been duly served on the defendant, and the defendant is in
default for fallure to appear in this action, and the plaintiff has filed
a Motion for Default Judgment and an affidavit of the amount due; it
is

ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor of the plaintiff
above named, and against the defendant above named, in the sum of
$2,604.75, with Interest thereon at the legal rate, attorney's fee in
the amount of$725.00, together with costs in the sum of $18.00.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this _/{ “day of November, 1972.

BY THE COURT:

5/ tfn'_-(.tfla Gf- /r‘, Sl s ™
United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE }
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 72-C-205F 1 L. & D
) [ I [V Y1)
H. L. GENTRY COMPANY, INC., } NG {497y
} Clerk
Defendant. ) {}. S. [HSTRICT CONRY

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

The Summons and the Complaint in the above entltled
action, having been duly served on the defendant, and the
defendant is in default for failure to appear in this action,
and the plaintiff has filed a Motion for Default Judgment and
an affidavit of the amount due; itis
ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor of the
plaintiff above named, and against the defendant above named,
in the sum of $400.00, with interest therecn at the legal rate, attorney's
fee in the amount of$250. 00, together with costs in the sum of $18.00.

I
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this /é day of November, 1972,

BY THE COURT:

. 7 .
> / Ctdew & Barnsw—
United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUNDG,

|

| Plaintiff,
|

i /
|

]
}
)
]
)
Vs, } NO. 72-C-296
. ]
| UNDERGROUND ECOLOGY. INC., )
‘ )

)

f FILED
| NOV 161872

' JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

Defendant.

. Cle

U. S. DISTRICT COU”F;T

The Summons and the Complaint in the above entitied o
action, having been duly served on the defendant, and the
defendant is in default for failure to appear in this action,
and the plaintiff has filed a Motio'n for Default Judgment and
an affidavit of the amount due; it is

ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor of the plaintiff
above named, and against the defendant above named, in the sum
of $337.14, with interest therecon at the legal rate, attorney's fee
in the amount of$400.00, together with costs in the sum of $18.00.

oy
DATED at Tuisa, Oklahoma, this _ / & &day of November,

1972,

BY THE COURT:

United States District Judge

Lan Griions
DYER. POWERS & |
MARSH

TULSA, OKLAROMA 74117



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE

)
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
}
Plaintiff, )}
}
Vs, } No. 72-C-401
)
DONALDSON CONSTRUCTION CO., )
INC., ) ;
) FlLE g
Defendant. }
NOV 16 1972
y . Lierk
ORDER OF DISMISSAL - 5. DISTRICT CouRy

NOW, on this 14th day of November, 1972, Plaintiff's Motion for
Dismissal coming on for consideration and counsel for Plaintiff herein
representing and stating that all issues, controversies, debts and
liabilities between the parties have been pald, settled and compromised,

IT 1S THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the
same |s hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or

future action by the Plaintiff herein.

Dlstrict Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

8OARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND,

i Plaintiff,

vs. No. 72-C-~296

MICHELS PIPE LINE CONSTRUCTION,
INC.,

F1LE
NOV 151972

.. tlark
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

P

Defendant.

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

The Summons and the Complaint in the above entitied action,
having been duly served on the defendant, and the defendant is
in default for fallure to appear in this action, and the plaintiff has
|
| filed a Motion for Default Judgment and an affidavit of the amount
due; it is

ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor of the plaintiff
above named, and against the defendant above named, in the sum
of $500.00, with interest thereon at the legal rate, attorney's fee
in the amount of$250. 00, together with costs in the sum of $18.00.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this | & " day of November,

|
| 1972,

BY THE COURT:

7

/ o ":’ b ¢ Y
:;5/ (e € DALY S e
United States District Judge




I THS USTTED STATES DISERICT CCURY FOR THE

LORTHZRNY DIBTRICT OF OXLAHCHA

Petitiocner,

JAMZ3 ROBAERT EOYD,

Patient.

<
(0]
e e A e o St
o
o
=
[N
[
et
Q

This day came on for consideration the petition of the United
States in this cause; and it appearing to the Court thet the patlient
has been fully advised of his rights as set forth in Title Lz u.s.c.
Section 311, et seq. (Title IIT, Section 301, wt seq. Public Law 89-793);
and the Court having determined that there 1s reasonable cause to balieve
that the patient is & nmarcotic addict, and that there are noi any appro-
priate State or other facilitles avallable for his treatment pursuant fo
said law, it 1s hereby

ORDERED that the patient be ccrmitted to the custody of the
Surgeen General for examination under Title L2 U.5.C. Section 313
(Title III, Section 303, Public Law 89-793), to determine whether or not
he is B narcotic addict who is likely to be rehabilitated. The written
report reguired of each examining physician shall be filed with the Court
and coples thereof furhished to the patient, not later than twenty (20)
deys after the patient is received at the facility hereinafter desigunated,
and the patient shall be detained for an additional pericd of ten (10}
days at the institution, pending further order of the Court. Provided,
however, in the event both examining physicians conelude in their
respective writien reports that the patient is a parcotic addict who
is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, and, if the patlent

by written instrument filed with the Court alang with, and at the sams time - -

as the reports of the examining physiclans, waives any right he may have
to notice and hearing on the issue as to whether or not he 1s a narcotic
addict who is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, and requests
that he be forthwith ccmmitted to the care and custody of the Surgecn
Ceneral for treatment in a hospital of the Service, rather than be
returned to this Court for further proceedings, he shall be detained

at said institution for a reasopable time after the expiration of

thirty (30) days from the date he is received at said facility, pending
further order of the Court.

* TS KR R R OB BR S KR R M EXEORR N KIOBE XK E K aped X
B Xt S K TR KON R X K A X RO H X Kol ¥ A M be XK
BGHRE B X KA R X B M X B SR onl K X KR K ISR XK Xon i d X
AKX HADE B X B R K AN AW X B KBRS B EFR BH XA RS XaHEX

Signed thic /44~ day of  iovember , 19 12

UNITED STATES RISTRINTKIMEIR.
MAGTBTRATE

* IT IS FURTHER ORDLRED that the natient report to The
National Institute Mental Health Clinical Research Center at
Lexington, Kentucky by 10 o'clock p.m., wednesdayv, November 15,
1972.



T THE UMITRED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
SIORTHEARN DISTRICT OF QrIAHCKA

United States of Anerica
}

ok S ] g .. .
Petitlioner, T .k .

. ‘L.l:‘ é’ v LI v

Civil We.

DIANE LYW 20YD,

e M e e

This day ceme on for consideration the petition of the United
States in this cause; and it appearing to the Court that the patient
has ‘beern fully advised of his rights as set forth in Title ko y.s.C.
Section 3411, et seq. (Title III, Section 301, wt seq. Public Iaw 89-793);
and the Court having determined that there is reasonable cause to believe
that the patient is a narcotic addict, and tkat there are not any appro-
priate State or other facilities available for his treatment pursuant to
said law, it is hereby

ORDZRED that the patient be ccmmitted to the custody of the
Surgecn General for examination under Title 42 U.S.C. Section 3413
(Title IIT, Section 303, Public Law 89—793); to determine whether or not
he is & narcotic addict who is likely to be rehabiliteted. The written
report required of each examining physician shall be filed with the Court
and copiee thersof furnished te the patient, not later than twenty {20)
days after the patient is received st the facility hereinafier designated,
and the patient shell be detained for an additicnal perled of ten (lO)
days at the institution, pending further order of the Court. Provided,
however, in the event both examining physicians conclude in their
respactive written reports that the patisnt is a narcotic addict who
is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, and, if the patient

by written instrument filed with the Court alang with, and at the same time - -

as the repcrts of the examining physicisns, waives any rlght he may have
to notice and hearing on the issue as te whether or not he is a narcotic
addict who is likely to be rehabiliteted through treatment, and reguests
that he be forthwith committed to the care and custody of the Surgeon
General for treatment inm a hospital of the Service, rather than be
returned to this Court for further proceedings, he shall be detained

at said institution for & reasonable time after the expiration of

thirty (30) days from the date he is recelved at said facility, pending
further order of the Court.

* B DN X R E M SORDE DN K6 RS Xpa bl SR A R X X e B e S eedX
R KRS0 A T E KB E REEEE A Y MR X NS KGRI SRR BRCEE A B X B
RodXg KO RAmebineley 5 Mg ¥R XB T ¥t SERTOEX MEPERAX R RAKEIOSE R iiREX
a-:axm:{uxmmmulm%mxgm@%xﬁb&%&ﬂﬁ&éﬁf@iﬁﬁ&éﬁ’ﬁ

Signed this /47 day of Novermber , 19 72

UHITED STATES RNISTRIETARIGS
MAGLSTRATE

* 1T I3 FURATHER ORDFERED thal Lhe patient report to The
dational Institute Mental Health Clinical Research Center at
Lexington, Kentucky by 10 o'clock ».m., Wednesday, Novembeor 15,
1972,



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE R ?Ff?'j
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-91

)
)
)
)
)
}
50,00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1946M
LEZS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATS OF OKLAHOMA, AND F. A. }
C:LVERT, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN }
OWNERS, )
)
)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

é#l.

Now, on this 2 13‘ day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissioners filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract Neo. 1946M as such estate and tract are described
in the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



A ——

5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for mublic use, Pursuant thereto, on March 25, 1971, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of
& certain estate in such tract of land, which was the date
of taking thereof, Simuitaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited
$880.00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation
for the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the
United States of America as of March 25, 1971.
6,
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact
ag to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission
at $880.00.
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 10 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
agsserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further
finds that there was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this
tract on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were the
owners of various interests in the estate condemned herein
as of the date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive
the just compensation awarded by this judgment according to
their respective interests as set out in paragraph 10 below.
B.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY

THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,



power and authority to condemn for mublic use the subject
tract, as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and
such property, to the extent of the estate described in such
Complaint, is condemned and title thereto is vested in the
United States of America, as of Marech 25, 1971, which was
the date of taking thereof, and all Defendants herein and
all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim
to such estate.
9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tract were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 10 with the interest owned by each also shown
therain and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named; and, there
was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract on the date
of taking.

10.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $880,00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, vwhich is allocated and should be disbursed
according to the following schedule:

TRACT MO. 1946M

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION:
Total award for estate taken . . .+ . +« « +. + « « . $SBBO.0O

ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
{pursuant to Commissioners' Report)

To Lessee (Working) interest . . . .$630.00
To Lessor (Royalty) interest . . . .$250.00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . . . . . . . . .$58B80.00
DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . 4 & 4 & & o 4 o« o o « + « o o & =Q



OWRNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AMARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
Owners Interest Award Disbursed Due
LESSEE (WORKING) INTERFST:
Nowata, Inc. $630.00 None $630.00
LESSOR INTEREST:
Julian W. Glass, Jr. 1/2 $125.00 None $125.00
Trustee for: Eva Payne .
Glass, Ernest Frances Bradfield
and Julian W. Glass Jr.,
Horace K, Calvert and) 1/2 $125.00 None $125.00

Aileen S. Calvert )
{Assignees of F. A. Calvert in conveyance dated September 22, 1951,
Recorded in Book 348 at Page 133 in the office of the County Clerk,
Nowata County, Oklahoma)

11.
IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COURT that the Clerk
of this Court shall forthwith disburse the award for the subject
tract from the deposit on hand by paying each owner his balance

due as shown above in paragraph 10.

/s/ Luther Bohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/8/ Jack M. Short

JACK M, SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HUGH A. KERR,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO. 71-C-242 l/

V.

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

L A T S e

Defendant.

FILED

NOV 9 1972

. Clerk
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL  |J, S. DISTRICT COURT.

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the above en-
titled action be dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear

its own costs,

Donald P. Moyers

Ch wtew 73 Tiliceds

Charles B. Tetrick

Attorneys for Plaintifr

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
Unitdd States Attorney

RCIERT P, CANTEE
Ascistant U. S. Attorney
Attorney for Defendant.




1EU: 1g
11/3/72
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
TULSA BUILDING SUPPLY CO. INC., }
a corporation, ) WOV 9 ﬁn
Plaintiff ; Clerk
aint
) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
vs, ) No, 72-C-297
}
DEXTER LOCK DIVISION OF KYSOR )
INDUSTRIAL CORPORATION, a corporation, }
)
Defendant )
ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION TO DISMISS
./ N
Now on this__ . Vday of November 1972, there having come on
for consideration by the undersigned United States District Judge the
Motion to Dismiss the action of the plaintiff filed herein and the Court
having considered the said Motion to Dismiss anad the brief in support of
the salid motion finds that the Motion to Dismiss the action of the plaintiff
should be sustained and that the action be dismissed at the cost of the
plaintiff herein.
1T IS THEREFQRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THIS COURT
that the Motion to Dismiss filed herein by the defendant as to the plaintifif
action filed herein be and the same is hereby sustained and the said action
as contained in the above styled and numbered watter be and the same is
hereby dismissed at the cost of the plaintiff herein,
e ey
- :—M_‘_\_ P L . on.
United States Distriet Judge
APPROVED:
WOODSON & GASAWAY
LT e <7 -./.,»;'_ e e 1
By o F L Aol !
sttornevs for plainciif i
i
UNQERMAN, SBEL, UNCERMAN L LEITER i
. - ) W
|
. ,,;.: -
Attopeys ffor dWﬁnt
LAW OFFICER
UNaERMAN,
GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER
SIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDINUG
TULFA, OKLAHOMA




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT EARL JOHNSON,

Petitioner,

)
)
)
) .
vs., ) 72-Cc-85 |
)
PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden, ) F \ -
Oklahoma State Penitentiary, ) I l~ rJ
McAlester, Oklahoma, et al, ) | 1197
) M
Respondent. ) T mmeee I
U, S, HLTRICT CHORT

ORDER

THE COURT, having examined the files and records of this
proceeding, which included a transcript of the records of the
District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the Order of the
Court of Criminal Appeals of the State of Oklahoma together with
the Second Report of the United States Magistrate concerning the
same and being fully advised in the premises, FINDS:

1. The petitioner has exhausted the remedies available
in the courts of the State of Oklahoma.

2. An evidentiary hearing is not required, since the
petition filed herein and the records and files examined by the
court conclusively show that petitioner is not entitled tc relief
and no factual issues are raised.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED:

1. The Petition for Habeas Corpus filed herein is dismissed.

2. That a copy of this Order be mailed by the Acting Clerk
of this Court together with a copy of the Second Report ci the
United States Magistrate to the petitioner,

3. That the Acting Clerk of this Court furnish to cthe

respondent a copy of this Order, together with a copy of the Second



Report of the United States Magistrate, by mailing same to the

Attorney General of the State of Oklahoma.

th - ;
Dated this if' — day of 7'3/*3%‘,14-{’.}&42/«./ , 1972,

Cone FEiDmeu

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WILLIAM JOSEPH LEE,

)

)
Petitioner, ) '

)
V5. ) 72-C-162 V//

) Fryoo
PARK J. ANDERSON, WARDEN, ) i
ET AL, ) Mgy o .
) v
)

/
.
A Y

U S. DISI 0T o

Respondent.

THE COURT, having examined the Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus filed herein by the Acting Clerk, and having

further examined the Second Report of the United States Magistrate

concerning the same and being fully advised in the premises, FINDG:

1. It does not appear that the petitioner has exhausted
the remedies available in the courts of the State of Oklahoma, or
that there is either an absence of available state correcrtive
process or tﬁe existence of circumstances rendering such process
ineffective to protect the rights of the petitioner. 22 J.S5.C.»A.
§ 2254, Although the petitioner did pursue an unsuccessfrul direot
appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeals of the State of Oklanomu
concerning his grounds for Writ of Habeas Corpus, he has _gnosc.
the state post conviction remedy provided by 22 O.5.A. § 2380 o
The institution of a post conviction action in a state sewmcencing
court is a prereguisite to the granting of habeas corpus relier

this court. {Hoggatt vs. Page, 432 F.2d 41 [C.A. 10 196u; ard I

vs. Crouse, 395 F.2d 755 [C.A. 10 1968] and Omo vs, Crousc, 39%

757 [C.A. 10 1968].
IT I5, THEREFCRE, ORDERED:

1. The Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus is denied ann

the case is dismissed.

\i.



2. That a copy of this Order be mailed by the Acting Clerk
of this Court to the petitioner together with a copy of the Secaond
Report of the United States Magistrate.

3. That a copy of this Order be mailed by the Acting Clur-
of this Court to the respondent by mailing the same to the Attornoy

General of the State of Oklahoma, together with a copy of the Seannd

Report of the United States Magistrate.

Dated this 2-55' day of i}f{bfL€ITL{i¥-\__— , 197z,

Con & D

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOE C. AVANTS,
Petitioner,
vS.

/
72—C—1%§ i

)
)
)
)
)
)
THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA EX REL )
)
)
)

R ey

PARK ANDERSON, WARDEN, JACK ¢, coro e
e RILVIR a0

Respondent. U-S.DB, 0 e

ORDER

THE COURT having examined the Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus filed herein by the Acting Clerk, and having further examined
the Initial Report of the United States Magistrate concerning the
same and being fully advised in the premises, FINDS:

1. That the plea of guilty by petitioner was made volun-
tarily with understanding of the nature of the charges and the
consequences of his plea;

2. éhe plea of guilty by the petitioner waived all non-
jurisdictional defenses;

3. Since petitioner had been found guilty as a result o
his plea of guilty the failﬁre of the District Court of “Tulsa
County, Oklahoma and the State Criminal Court of Appeals for the
State of Oklahoma denying right to bail did not violate any of
the constitutional rights of petitioner and further, therc was
showing that the state engaged in dise¢riminatory or arbitrary
administration of the bail system.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED:

1. That the Petition for Writ of Habeas is deni...

2. That a copy of this Order be mailed by the Acting
Clerk of this Court to the petitioner together with a corvy ot

the Initial Report of the United States Magistrate.



3., That the Acting Clerk of this Court furnish to
respondent a copy of this Order, together with a copy of the Imiiial
Report of the United States Magistrate, by mailing the same to the

Attorney General of the State of Oklahoma.

Dated this Zfﬁ day of ‘\7'1,/-'71'{-)}1—{/&6 e . 1972,

Ceten /JEE?thjgii,_ﬂ__ e

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF A/ERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) .
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-1385 %
)
120.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract Nos. 1268M and 1269M
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND JOE L. )
BARTHEL, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN )
OWNERS, ; FI1LED
Defendants. ) re NOV 5 1972
CUTR T STLvER L paeren
- Lierk
JUDGMENT U, S. DISTRICT COURT

l:

Now, on this {7 — day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disoposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Amended
Report of Commissionexrs filed herein on October 31, 1972, and
the Court, having examined the file in this action and being’
advised by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

z,

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment anplies to the entire estate taken
in Tract Nos. 1268M and 1269 as such estate and tracts are
described in the Complaint filed in this case.

4,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the lederal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tracts.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on December 9, 1970, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of
a certain estate in such tracts of land, which was the date
of taking thereof. Simultaneously therewlith, Plaintiff deposited
$7,355.00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated compen- l
sation for the taking of said estate, part of which has been
disbursed. Therefore, title to such property should be vested
in the United States of America as of December 9, 1970.
6.
The Amended Report of Commissioners filed herein
on October 31, 1972, is hereby accepted and adonted as findings
of fact as to the subject tracts, wherein the amount of just
compensation as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the
Commission at %$11,500.00.
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tracts are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further
finds that there was a subsisting oil and gas lease on Tract
1268M on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were the
owners of various interests in the estate condemned hereir
as of the date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive
the just compensation awarded by this judgment according to
their respective interests as set out in paragraph 11 below.
8.
This judgment creates a deficiency between the amount

deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken



in the subject tracts and the amount fixed by the Commission
and adopted by the Court as just compensation:; therefore,
a sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should
be deposited by the Government. This deficiency is set out
below in paragraph 1ll.
9.

IT IS THEREFCRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the subject
tracts, as they are described in the Complaint filed herein,
and such property, to the extent of the estate described in
such Complaint, is condemned and title thereto is vested in
the United States of America, as of December 9, 1970, which
was the date of taking thereof, and all Defendants herein
and all other persons are forever barred from asserting any
claim to such estate.

. 10.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BRY
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tracts were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 11 with the interest owned by each also shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named; and, there
was a subsisting oil and dgas lease on Tract 1268M on the date
of taking.

11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDEIRED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Amended Report of Commissioners filed herein
on October 31, 1972, is hereby confirmed and the $11,500.00

therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation

for the estate taken in the subject tracts, which is allocated

and should be disbursed according to the following schedule:



TRACT NOS. 1268M and 1269M

AWARD QF JUST COI'PENSATION:
Total award for estate taken . . . . . . . . . « . $11,500.00

ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
{pursuant to Commissioners' Report)

To Lessee (Working) interest . . . .510,000,00
To Lessor (Royalty) interest . . . . 1,500,00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . . . « . . . . ._ 7,355.00

DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . . . . « . &+ « o « 2 + « o s = « «» § 4,145.00
plus 6% interest

from December 9, 1971

OWNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
Owners Interest Award bisbursed Due
LESSEE (WORKING) INTEREST:
Joe L. Barthel 3/4 $7,500.00 $4,612.50 S$2,887.50
Gloria M. R. Clifton 1/4 $2,500.00 $1,537.5¢ S 962.50
LESSOR INTEREST:
Elizabeth ¥ell Oven 31.5% of 1/4 $118,.13 None $ 118,12

Now Mrs. Elizabeth Cummings
Frances Fell 31.5% of 1/4 $118.12 None $ 118.12

Kilpatrick Now Mrs.

Wallace Malone
Jno. W. Nichols,

Trustee 37% of 1/4 $138.75 None $ 138.7%
H. M. McMillan 1/4 $375.00 None $ 375.0¢
June H. Collins 1/4 $375.00 None  § 375.00
Wells T. Sager 1/4 $375.00 None $ 375.0¢C

(Edgar C. Sager is deceased and
Wells T. Sager has been decreed
his only heir.}

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the United States of America shall pay inteo the Tegistry of

this Court for the benefit of the owners the deposit deficiency



L/
'q%EK M. SHORT

for the subject tracts as shown in paragraph 1l in the amount
of $4,145.00 together with interest on such deficiency at
the rate of 6% per annum from December 9, 1970, until the
date of deposit of such deficiency sum; and such sum shall
be placed in the deposit for the subject tracts in this action.
13.
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that when the deposit required
by paragraph 11 above has been made by the Plaintiff, the
Clerk of this Court shall then disburse, from the deposit
in this case, the balance due the respective owners with all

accrued interest, according to the schedule in paragraph 11 above.

.
2
APPBAVED:
I :

Jﬁssistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, )
}
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 71~-C-92
)
60.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1948M
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND LUCILE )
VINCENT, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN )
OWNERS ) - i g
’ ) bl
Defendants.) .
MOVE W2
JUDGMENT - vk
U, S, DISTRICY Coii
1.

Now, on this 2 ’tf/ day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissioners filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No. 1%48M as such estate and tract are described
in the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on March 25, 1971, the
United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of
a certain estate in such tract of land, which was the date
of taking thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited
$590.00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation
for the taking of said estate, part of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the
United States of America as of March 25, 1971.
6.
The Report of Commigsioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission
at $590.00.
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 10 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further
finds that there was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this
tract on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were the
owners of various interests in the estate condemned herein
as of the date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive
the just compensation awarded by this judgment acecording to
their respective interests as set out in paragraph 10 below.
8.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY

THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,



power and authority to condemn for public use the subject
tract, as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and
such property, to the extent of the estate described in such
Complaint, is condemned and title thereto is vested in the
United States of America, as of March 25, 1971, which was
the date of taking thereof, and all Defendants herein and
all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim
to such estate.

9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY

THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tract were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 10 with the interest owned by each also shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate 1s vested in the parties so named; and, there
was a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract on the date
of taking.

10,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE

COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,

1972, is hereby confirmed and the $590.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed
according to the following schedule:

TRACT MNO. 1948M

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION:
Total award for estate taken . .« « + « « = « « +» « $590.00

ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
(pursuant to Commissioners' Report)

To Lessee {(Working) interest . . . .$290.00
To Lessor (Royalty) interest ., . . . 300.00

DEPCSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . + . « « « . . .$590.00
DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY . . . . +. o o ¢ « & o s 8 s s o « & -0~




OWNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance

Owners Interest Award Disbursed Due
LESSEE (WORKING) INTEREST:
Nowata, Inc. $290.00 None $290.00
LESSOR INTEREST:
Lucile Vincent 7/30 $ 70.00 None $ 70.00
Roy W. Wilkinson 7/30 $ 70,00 $70.00 -0-
Maude Anna Blecha 7730 $ 70.00 None $ 70.00
Hugh 5. Wilkinson 2/30 $ 20.00 None $ 20.00
Lucile M, Wilkinson 7/30 $ 70.00 None $ 70.00

and Mercantile Trust

Co., Co-Executors of

Estate of John F. Wilkinson
Wilkinson

1,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE CQURT that the Clerk of
this Court shall forthwith disburse the award for the subject
tract from the deposit on hand by paying each owner his balance

due as shown above in paragraph 10.

/8/ Luther Bohanon
ONITED GTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Jack M. Short

JACK M., SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-206

)
)
)
)
)
10.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR )
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND HORACE )
K. CALVERT, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN)
OWNERS , )

Tract No. 1902M

) L E I
Defendants.) o
NV E 1972
JACK C. BIiiiio i
JUDGHUENT i

U. 8. DISTRICT COURY
1.

Now, on this Ei 4:{ day of November, 1972, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissioners filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the
Court, having examined the file in this action and being advised
by counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No. 1902M as such estate and tract are described in
the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the Unlted States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on June 1, 1971, the United
States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain
estate in such tract of land, which was the date of taking
thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited $150.00
in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for
the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the United
States of America as of June 1, 1971.
6,
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$204.00,
7.
The Defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only Defendants
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. The Court further finds
that there was a subsisting oil and gaz lease on this tract
on the date of taking. Said named Defendants were the owners
of various interests in-the estate condemned herein as of the
date of taking and, as such, are entitled to receive the just
compensation awarded by this judgment according to their respec-
tive interests as set out in paragraph 11 below.
8.
This judgment creates a deficiency between the amount
deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken

in the subject tract and the amount fixed by the Commission



and adopted by the Court as just compensation; therefore, a
sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be
deposited by the Government, This deficiency is set out below
in paragraph 11,
9.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of Bmerica has the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the subject tract,
as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and such
property, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint,
is condemned and title thereteo is vested in the United States
of America, as of June 1, 1971, which was the date of taking
thereof, and all Defendants herein and all other persons are
forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.
16.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owners
of the various interests in the estate taken herein in the
subject tract were the Defendants whose names appear below
in paragraph 11 with the interest owned by each also shown
therein and the right to receive the just compensation for
such estate is vested in the parties so named; and, there was
a subsisting oil and gas lease on this tract on the date of
taking.
11.
IT IS FURTHER QORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $204.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed

according to the following schedule:



TRACT NO., 1902M

AWARD OF JUST CO'PENSATION:

Total award for estate taken . . . . « + + « « . . $204,00

ALLOCATION OF AWARD:
{pursuant to Commissioners® Report)

To Lessee {(Workinag) interest . . . .$% 20.00
To Lessor {Royalty) interest . . . . 184.00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . . «. + . « » . .5150.00

DEPOSIT DEFICIENCY + -« « « o o « o s s s« o = 2 &« » « « $ 54,00

plus 6% interest
from June 1, 1971

OWNERSHIP, DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD AND DISBURSAL:

Share of Previously Balance
Owners Interest Award Disbursed bue
LESSEE (WORKING) IMTEREST:
Square H. Industries, Inc. § 20.00 None $20.00
LESSOR INTEREST:
Horace X, Calvert and )
Adileen S. Calvert Yy 1/2 $ 92.00 None $92.00
Julian W. Glass, Jr. 1/2 $ 92,00 None $92.00

Trustee for: Eva Payne Glass
Erneat Frances Bradfield and
Julian W. Glass, Jr.

1z2.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
United States of America shall pay into the Registry of this
Court for the benefit of the owners the deposit deficiency
for the subject tract as shown in paragraph 11 in the amount
of $54.00 together with interest on such deficiency at the
rate of 6% per annum from June 1, 1971, until the date of deposit
of such deficiency sum; and such sum shall be placed in the
deposit for the subject tract in this action,
13,
IT I$ FURTHER ORDERED that when the deposit required

by paragraph 11 above has been made by the Plaintiff, the Clerk



of this Court shall then disburse, from the deposit in this
case, the balance due the respective owners with all accrued

interest, according to the schedule in paragraph 11 above.

/s/ Luther Bohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Jack M. Short

JACK M, SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
)
Plaintiff, }
}
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-291
)
40,00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1542M
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND KARNA M,)
STRATTON, ET AL., AND UNKNOWN )
OWNERS, ) N
) S T O SO
Defendants.) -
~ Sl 987
N . .
JUDGMENT o ek
S MSTRICT CULRT
1.

Now, on this :ag‘ﬁaz day of November, 1272, this
matter comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff,
United States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report
of Commissioners filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the Court,
having examined the file in this action and being advised by
counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2,

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No. 1542M as such estate and tract are described
in the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



5.
The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on August 10, 1371, the
United States of America filed its Peclaration of Taking of
a certain estate in such tract of land, which was the date
of taking thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited
$200.00 in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation
for the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the
United States of America as of August 10, 1971.
6.
The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission
at $200.00.
7.
The Defendant named in paragraph 10 as owner of
the estate taken in the subject tract is the only Defendant
asserting any interest in such estate; all other Defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted. Said named Defendant
was the owner of the estate condemned herein as of the date
of taking and, as such, is entitled to receive the just compen=
sation awarded by this judgment according to her interest as
set out in paragraph 10 below.
8.
IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the subject

tract, as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and



such property, to the extent of the estate described in such
Complaint, is condemned and title thereto is vested in the
United States of America, as of August 10, 1971, which was
the date of taking thereof, and all Defendants herein and
all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim
to such estate.
9.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE CQURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owner
of the interest in the estate taken herein in the subject
tract was the Defendant whose name appears below in paragraph 10
with the interest owned alsc shown therein and the right to
receive the just compensation for such estate is vested in
the party so named.

10.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $200,00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed
according to the following schedule:

TRACT NG. 1542M

OWNER: Mrs, L. W, Hineman (formerly Karna 1, Stratton)
Trustee under last Will and Testament of
Forrest L. Stratton

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION
{Pursuant to Commissioners' Report) . . . . . . . . $200,00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . . » » = « . . $200.00
PREVIOUSLY DISBURSED . « v o « & « 2 & o« + o 2 s « & None

BALANCE DUE OWNER . . . - & « + s o « s « s =+ » « « « $200.00




11.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COURT that the Clerk
of this Court shall forthwith disburse the award for the subject
tract from the deposit on hand by paying the owner her balance

due as sho''n above in paragraph 10.

/s8/ Luther Bohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/8/ Jack M. Short

JACK 1. SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WILMA LOUISE MORELAND, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
-vs- y No. 72-C-31
)
JAMES RAY MORELAND, JOHN L. )
EVANS, KENNY F, CLOSE, PATRICK 1. ) v
BALLARD, JAMES L, HOLT AND GLENN) U T
CODDING, ) e
) BRI I
Defendants, ) o

JOURNAL ENTRY

This matter coming on to be heard this date by the Court upon the stipula-
tion of the Plaintiff and the Defendants on file herein and the Court being
well and sufficiently advised in said cause and upon consideration thereof
finds that said Stipulation should be approved by the Court and that the
following consent injunction be and the same is hereby entered, to-wit:
That said Deferidants are restrained and enjoined from in any manner:

(1} Harrassing said Plaintiff by keeping said Plaintiff under gurveillance
or following said Plaintiff in and about the streets of Bartlesville, Oklahomd
and Washington County, Oklahoma, without justifiable cause.

(2) From in any manner interferring with Plaintiff's right to engage in the
lawft-ll pursuit of her business affairs as operator of a Security Patrol
business in and about the City of Bartlesville and County of Washington,
Oklahoma, and from conducting é Detective Investigation Agency and
acting as agent therefor,

(3) From in any manner, without justifiable or probable cause, either
individually or in concert with each other or others, depriving Plaintiff of
the rights gnaranteed her by the constitution of the United States of

America,

1




{4) From denying Plaintiff access to all public records of the County
Office of Waéhington County, Oklahoma, or any City office of the City of
Bartlesville, Oklahoma, under the jurisdiction of the Defendants or any of
said Defendants.

(5) From any acts or act which would deny Plaintiff herein equal rights
and privileges afforded any other qualified person in the event it becomes
necessary for Plaintiff to obtain a pe rmit for the purpose of carrying a
firearm in the lawful course of her business pursuits as hereinabove out-
lined,

(6) To do no act or acts in violation of the above set forth purposes and

the intention of the aforesaid injunction,

Done in open Court this  Jge/ day of 7/ rgeemm i 1972,

Vet Crew
Ly

U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE




;; IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT

i FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA §

No. 72“C—186U//

FILED
NV - 1972 e

2.
""\1"

TROY H., BROWN,
| Plaintiff,
Vs,
PACIFIC MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE

COMPANY and METROPOLITAN LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL ;. S-QPT”NCf'égﬁiw
e i

Now on this l6th day of October, 1972, this matter comes i

! on for hearing upon the Motions for Summary Judgment filed by
the defendants, Plaintiff appeared by his counsel of record, |
Stipe, Gossett & Stipe by Mr. Gene Stipe, and the defendants
appeared by their attorneys of record, Gable, Gotwals, Havs,
Rubin & Fox.

Prior to hearing the Motions, the plaintiff, acting through

his attorney, requested permission to dismiss this action without

prejudice. After due consideration, the Court accepts the dis-
missal without prejudice and hereby orders the same dismissed

without prejudice.

Honorable Luther Bohanon

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

i STIPE, GOSSETT & STIPE .~ !

. s
A~ S .
., x N o

“ “Attorneys [or Plaintifif

i ’ e

| GABLE, GOTWALS, HAYS, RUBIN & FOX i

By

Attorneys for Defrendants



TN TUD UNITDD STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HNORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SWILLTAM F, PITZER and MYRTLE
M. PITZER, husband and wifce,

Plaintiffs,

ROBERT W, PIILLIPS and DELORES
. G. PHILLIPS, husband and wife,

FiLEer

}
}
)
)
)
VS, ) No. 70-C-396
)
)
)
)
) NOV2 19

Defendants.

'

i
TN
U S DISTRICT cour
ORDER SUSTAINING FINDINGS AND RECOMMLENDATIONS OF MAGISTRATE
AND
FINDINGS OF FACT AMND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND JUDGMENT

There comes on before this Court for consideration

|
| . <
!!on this /77 day of /QQ’;.‘u;(h N , 1972, the findings and
|

;1recommendations heretofore made by the U. S. Magistrate, Morris L.

Bradford, on the /% day of At T, . 1972,

! This Court finds as follows:

1. That no cbjections or other responses have been
‘made or filed by the parties litigant to the findings and

recommendations of the Magistrate.

2. The findings of fact by the Magistrate are correct

and should be sustained.

IT Is THFREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
thne funds on deposit in the Court Registry irn this matter as
set forth in the application of the Defendant, First City Bank of
toringfield, which constitute an existing surnlus derived throuakh
fcne roeceivership from the realty which is the subject matter of
is action, be distributed in totce to the Defendant, First City
onk of Springfield as a2 part of the res in accordance with its
second order of pricority established under the Journal Entry o
néamant herein, Plaintiff's first priority under the same judg-
mont having heretofore heen satisficed in full.
TP T8 TURTITY onDiRED, ADJUDCED AMD DECRIED that the

Cootions of e g I, Imited States of America, as =abstitute.

nariy for e ool business Adninistration, and the motion of tf

-



Seoevdant, donenh Turner, to apoly such surnius funds to their
pestective judgments be and the same are herchby overruled.
‘T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADRJUDGED AND DLDCREED that the
:ﬁLJLALiff's chijections to the proposced order of the Defendant,
First City Dank of Springfield, directing payment to it of such
surplusage of funds be and the same are hereby coverruled.
IT I8 FURTHLER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
gmotion of the Defendant, 1200 Corporation, for deficiency Jjudgment,
in the absence cof objection and upon the merits of the appliéé—
ftion be and the same is hereby granted. .
IT IS TURTHER ORDERFD, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
roaining nortion of the applicaticn of the Defendant, First City
Yank of Sopringfield, requesting further accounting herein by
lithe receiver and Plaintiff of funds in addition to those on

.deposit with the Court Registry be and the same i1s hereby denied.

- Con F D T

ALLEN E. BARROW, JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTICN NO. 71-C-93

)
)
)
)
;
60.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR ) Tract No. 1951IM
LESS, SITUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY,)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND SQUARE )
H. INDUSTRIES, INC,, ET AL., )
AND UNKNOWN OWNERS, )
)
)

befendants.

JUDGMENT L et

1.

Now, on this _5/ "afday of (ididecs. 1972, this matter
comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United
States of America, for entry of judgment on the Report of Commis--
sioners filed herein on October 12, 1972, and the Court, having
examined the file in this action and being advised by counsel
for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action.
3.

This judgment applies to the entire estate taken
in Tract No. 1951M as such estate and tract are described in
the Complaint filed in this case.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this

cause who are interested in the subject tract.



5.

The Acts of Congress set cut in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn the subject property
for public use. Pursuant thereto, on March 25, 1971, the United
States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain
estate in such tract of land, which was the date of taking
thereof. Simultaneously therewith, Plaintiff deposited $300.00
in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for
the taking of said estate, none of which has been disbursed.
Therefore, title to such property should be vested in the United
States of America as of March 25, 1971.

6.

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby accepted and adopted as findings of fact as
to the subject tract, wherein the amount of just compensation
as to the estate taken therein is fixed by the Commission at
$300.00.

7.

The Defendant named in paragraph 10 as owner of the
estate taken in the subject tract is the only Defendant asserting
any interest in such estate; all other Defendants having either
disclaimed or defaulted. Said named Defendant was the owner
of the estate condemned herein as of the date of taking and,
as such, is entitled to receive the just compensation awarded
by this judgment according to its interest as set out in para-
graph 10 bhelow.

8.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that the United States of America has the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the subject tract,
as it is described in the Complaint filed herein, and such

property, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint,



is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United States
of America, as of March 25, 1971, which was the date of taking
thereof, and all befendants herein and all other persons are
forever barred from asserting any claim to such estate.
9.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THE COURT that on the date of taking in this case, the owner
of the interest in the estate taken herein in the subject tract
was the Defendant whose name appears below in paragraph 10 with
the interest owned also shown therein and the right to receive
the just compensation for such estate is vested in the party so
named,
10.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 12,
1972, is hereby confirmed and the $300.00 therein fixed is
adopted as the award of just compensation for the estate taken
in the subject tract, which is allocated and should be disbursed

according to the following schedule:

Tract No. 1951M

OWNER: Nowata, Inc.

AWARD OF JUST COMPENSATION
(Pursuant to Commissioners*® Report . . . . . . . . . $300.00

DEPOSIT OF ESTIMATED COMPENSATION . . . . . .+ « « « . .$300.00
AMOUNT PREVIOUSLY DISBURSED , . . . . = ¢+ 2+ « « « +» « - None
BALARNCE DUE NOWATA, INC. . . - « o - &+ « = « o« + « » « $300.00
11,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERFD BY THE COURT that the Clerk
of this Court shall forthwith disburse the award for the subject
tract from the deposit on hand by paying Nowata, Inc. its $300.00

balance due as shown above in paragraph 10.

/8/ Luther Bohanon
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:
/s8/ Jack M. Short

JACK M. SHORT
Assistant United States Attorney

3.
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Dofancant

Plainti

having [iled his complaint he

thercafier defendaont, Jane Phillips Spiscopal Fompital, Inc.,

doiny businecs an Jane Phillips Hosn having assuved
plaintifl and ihis court that il will comply in the future

~dands folt of 1938,

with the provisions of the FPalrxr Laobor

as amended, and defendant heving heretofore entered into a

stipulation of compliance, wherein it specifically agrees to

alsledy

comply with »ll1 pertinent provisions of the Fair L
ctandards Act, and defendant having agreed to pay ©o plaintiff
$8,028.23 as unpaid mininum wages and overtime compensation
for the use and beonefit of certain of defendant's present
and former cmployees;

It is, therefore, ORLERED, FDJUDGED and DUECRIED
that the ahove styled and numbered causc be, aAnG Lne sane

herehy is, dismizsed with preijudice.






